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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1-22 are pending in this office action. This action is responsive to 
Applicants application filed 10/19/2005. 

Information Disclosure Statement 

2. The Applicants' Information Disclosure Statement, filed on October 19, 2005, has 
been received and entered into the record, Since the Information Disclosure Statements 
complies with the provisions of MPEP § 609, the references cited therein have been 
considered by the examiner. See attached forms PTO-1449. 

Claim Objections 

3. Claim 21 objected to because of the following informalities: The claim limitation 
mentioned "a fifth table" and "a six table", but does not mention the fourth table in claims 
1-22. Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefore, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of the title. 

4. Claims 1-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the language of the claim 
raises a question as to whether the claim is directed merely to an abstract idea that is 
not tied to a technological art, environment or machine which would result in a practice 



Application/Control Number: 10/553,636 Page 3 

Art Unit: 2163 

application producing a concrete, useful, and tangible result to form the basis of 
statutory subject matter under 35 U.S.C 101. 

Claims 1-17 recite "A computer software product containing machine readable 
instructions for execution by an electronic processor to provide database management 
system in accordance with a schema". 

The claims 1-17 lack the necessary physical articles or objects to constitute a 
machine or a manufacture within the meaning of 35 USC 101. They are clearly not a 
series of steps or act to be a process nor are they a combination of chemical 
compounds to be a composition of matter. As such, they fail to fall within a statutory 
category. They are, at best, functional descriptive material per se. 

Descriptive material can be characterized as either "functional descriptive 
material" or "nonfunctional descriptive material." Both types of "descriptive material" are 
nonstatutory when claimed as descriptive material perse, 33 F.3d at 1360, 31 USPQ2d 
at 1759. When functional descriptive material is recorded on some computer-readable 
medium, it becomes structurally and functionally interrelated to the medium and will be 
statutory in most cases since use of technology permits the function of the descriptive 
material to be realized. Compare In re Lowry, 32 F.3d 1579, 1583-84, 32 USPQ2d 
1031, 1035 (Fed. Cir. 1994) 

Merely claiming nonf unctional descriptive material, i.e., abstract ideas stored on 
a computer-readable medium, in a computer, or on an electromagnetic canrier signal, 
does not make it statutory. See Diehr, 450 U.S. at 185-86, 209 USPQ at 8 (noting that 
the claims for an algorithm in Benson were unpatentable as abstract Ideas because 
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"[t]he sole practical application of the algorithm was in connection with the programming 
of a general purpose computer"). 
As regarding claims 18-22: 

The claims are rejected as falling under the judicial exception of an abstract idea, 
which lacks a useful, concrete, and tangible result. A claimed series of steps or acts 
that do not result in a useful, concrete, and tangible result are not statutory within the 
meaning of 35 USC 101. In the instant case, the claims recite, "storing" identifiers or 
data in the table. However, no useful, concrete, and tangible result is claimed. For 
example, "writing said data," "updating said data," "sending said data" being claimed at 
the end of the claim may comprise a useful, concrete, and tangible result. Absent such 
a result, however, the claims are not statutory. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form 
the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of 
this subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the 
United States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

5. Claims 1-14 and 16-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated 
by Lee et al. (US Patent No. 7,031,956 B1, hereinafter "Lee"). 

As to claim 1 

Lee teaches 
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"A computer software product containing machine readable instructions for 
execution by an electronic processor to provide a database management system in 
accordance with a schema" as a system for generating a relational schema from a 
document type definition, forming a relational database from the relational schema and 
loading the contents of an extensible document into the relational database according to 
the relational schema (column 12, lines 12-16; see also figure 1). 

"a first table to store the names of various entity types" see element 30 of figure 

1B. 

"a second table related to the first table to store the names of entities of the 
various entity types" see elements 90,96 of figure IB. 

"a third table related to the first table to store the names of fields in respect of the 
various entity types" as a relational database schema is generated from the metadata 
tables including the step of forming tables for each element type in the metadata item 
table formed with default fields provided therein (column 12, lines 52-55; see also 
element 68 of figure 3 and element 92 of figure IB). 

"one or more value storage tables related to the second and third tables to 
associate stored field values with entities" as a schematic representation of the tabular 
interaction is shown in figure IB wherein the tables refer to the components with like 
reference numerals. Dashed lines interconnecting the illustrated tables indicate a 
relationship between fields of one table with a field in the connected table (column 16, 
lines 61-67; see also figure 1 B). 
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"identifiers to indicate the nature of the data to be stored in each of said tables" 
as the step of creating tables in the relational database (identified by reference number 
52 in FIG. 2)(column 24, lines 30-32; see also elements 126, 128 of figure 6). 

As to claim 2 
Lee teaches 

"a first hierarchical relationship applied to the first table and a second hierarchical 
relationship applied to the second table to facilitate definition of hierarchical entities" as 
store nesting relationships. After defining the PCDATA item and all group items, the 
hierarchical definitions of elements can be described as nesting relationships between 
two items. An element definition is a sequence of n sub-elements stored as n nesting 
relationships with index fields In the DTDM-Nesting table (column 22, lines 41-46; see 
also figure 1B, dash lines between elements 90, 96 and 94,100). 

As to claim 3 
Lee teaches 

"the schema includes tables to store relationships between the entities" as 
altering the tables in the schema of the relational database to add links between tables s 
in the schema corresponding to a relationship identified in each row of the metadata 
nesting table (column 7, lines 26-29). 



As to claim 4 
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Lee teaches 

"the first table includes a column to store pointers corresponding to entity types 
the pointers indicating locations from which default values may be obtained during 
creation of new instances of the entity types" as the method can comprise the step of 
calling both the create element primitive and the move element primitive to create a new 
element in the document object and to attach the newly-created element within the 
document object at a desired location (column 10, lines 5-9). 

Lee further teaches the method can further comprise the step of determining 
whether a default value is required during the creation of a new element in accordance 
with the at least one proposed data update during the step of validating the at least one 
proposed data update (column 7, lines 55-59). 

As to claim 5 
Lee teaches 

"the third table includes a column to store data indicating that a newly created 
entity's name is to be generated from data stored in columns of the one or more value 
storage tables" as document storing is accomplished in two ways. First, the XML 
document is stored as a whole for indexing, referred to as way of storing the XML 
document as an XML column. Second, pieces of XML data are stored into table(s), 
referred to as XML collections (column 5, lines 14-18). 

Lee further teaches generating the schema for the relational database from the 
metadata, wherein at least one table is thereby defined in the relational database 
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corresponding to at least one content particle of the document-type definition via the 
metadata, and at least one column is defined in each of the at least one table 
corresponding to another of at least one content particle of the document-type definition 
(column 6, lines 46-53). 

As to claim 6 
Lee teaches 

"the one or more value storage tables comprise a number of value tables each 
including a column of values of a particular type" as generating an attribute metadata 
table corresponding to attribute type content particles in the document-type definition; 
creating a default attribute value in the attribute metadata table corresponding to any 
default items in the item metadata table (column 6, lines 63-67). 

Lee also teaches the path can comprise at least one node indicator comprising a 
label value and a position value corresponding to the document object. The position 
value can correspond to a lateral sibling location in the document object. The label 
value can be selected based upon a node type of a predetermined node (column 
10,lines 17-23). 

Lee further teaches the method can further comprise the step of determining 
whether an enumerated value is required by the at least one proposed data update and 
determining whether a proposed value therefore is contained in a specified enumeration 
during the step of validating the at least one proposed data update (column 10, lines 62- 
67). 



Application/Control Number: 10/553,636 
Art Unit: 2163 



Page 9 



As to claim 7 
Lee teaciies 

"one or more of tlie value tables are each related to one or more other tables of 
the schema" as every node preferably has a type and possibly one or more attributes. 
Every attribute preferably has a name and its corresponding value. For internal nodes, 
the element type is written above the node followed by any attributes and their values. 
All leaf nodes have type PCDATA, and have their values in the value attribute below the 
node (column 33, lines 20-28). 

Lee also teaches decomposes multiple tuples for a multi-value attribute and 
stores those values into column in table. For example, if a multi-value attribute has 
value v1 v2, then it will create two tuples with value v1 and v2 respectively (column 35, 
lines 15-19). 

Lee further teaches when an attribute is encountered, two possible cases result, 
first, this attribute can be mapped into a column and then the column of the tuple in the 
specific table is updated. Second, this attribute can be mapped into a table, and then 
multiple tuples in the specific table can be created for each value in this attribute 
(column 35, lines 26-31). 

As to claim 8 
Lee teaches 

"the one or more of the value tables are each related to the second table" as the 
optimizer, to create the link pattern and pattern mapping tables. It should be understood 
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that the optimizer is entirely optional and can be omitted without departing from the 
scope of this Invention. The tables comprise an IM-ltem table, which contains mapping 
information relating to the DTDM-ltem table, an IM-Attribute table that contains mapping 
information relating to the DTDM-Attribute table (column 16, lines 34-42; see also figure 
1A). 

As to claim 9 
Lee teaches 

"the one or more of the value tables are arranged to store pointers to data stored 
external to data structures created by the computer software product." as the method 
comprising the steps of receiving at least one proposed data update representative of 
the supplemental data from a source external to the relational database (column 9, lines 
39-41). 

Leefurther teaches the path can comprise at least one node indicator comprising 
a label value and a position value corresponding to the document object. The position 
value can correspond to a lateral sibling location in the document object (column 10, 
lines 17-22; see also element 12 of figure 16). 

As to claim 10 
Lee teaches 

"the schema includes a data type table relating names of the value storage tables 
to corresponding names of the column of values of a particular type" as the relational 
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database having a set of tables defined by a relational schema, the supplemental data 
comprising formatted data having a document type definition representative of the 
relational schema and represented in a document object (column 10, lines 28-32). 

Lee further teaches attribute-list declarations define attributes of an element type. 
The declaration includes attribute names, default values and types (column 2, lines 4-6). 

As to claim 11 
Lee teaches 

"the data type table is related to the third table" as a DTDM-Attribute table 
generally made up of Attribute of elements and groups contained in the DT (column 16, 
lines 28-29; see also elements 90 and 92 in figure 1 B). 

As to claim 12 
Lee teaches 

"the data type table is related to an intermediate value type table and wherein the 
value type table points to the third table" as processing moves to a query of the DTDM- 
Item table is performed to return all of the item types stored in the DTDM-ltem table. A 
proposed SQL statement to accomplish this task is shown in note 122 associated with 
step 120 in FIG. 6 (column 24, lines 30-33; see also element 122 of figure 6 and 
elements 90, 92 of figure 1 B). 

As to claim 1 3 
Lee teaches 
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"the third table includes columns to define multiple field functionality" as 
processing then moves to step in which all of the nesting relationships from this group to 
its children are created by function fill_DTDM-Nesting_ltem. Processing then moves to 
decision block in which it is determined whether there are additional element types in 
the DTD to be processed for the loop initiated (column 20, lines 14-22; see also element 
424 of figure 5 and element 444 of figure 5A). 

As to claim 14 
Lee teaches 

"the third table includes a column to indicate if historical data values are to be 
stored in respect of a corresponding field type and wherein the value storage tables 
each include a column to store current values of said field type and to store data 
indicating when the current values were written" as processing moves to step 120 in 
which a query of the DTDM-ltem table 90 is performed to return all of the item types 
stored in the DTDM-ltem 90 table. A proposed SQL statement to accomplish this task is 
shown in note 122 associated with step 120 in FIG. 6. Processing then moves to step 
124, which initiates a loop for every item returned in the recordset selected in step 120. 
Processing within the loop then moves to step 126 wherein a table 20 Is created in the 
relational database 14 with some key-type default fields, wherein the table name 
created in the database 14 corresponds to the Name field in the DTDM-ltem table 90 as 
returned in the recordset in step 120 (column 24, lines 33-44; see also figure 6). 
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As to claim 16 
Leeteaclies 

"tlie schema includes a format table having columns to store data storage 
formats" as a system for synchronizing and updating a relational database containing 
existing data with supplemental data, the relational database having a set of tables 
defined by a relational schema, the supplemental data comprising formatted data 
having a document type definition representative of the relational schema and 
represented in a document object (column 10, lines 26-32). 

Lee further teaches it is an important feature that the DTD is loaded by the 
system and used in metadata format to generate the relational schema of the second 
data definition portion (column 15, lines 49-55). 

As to claim 17 
Lee teaches 

"the schema includes one or more tables to store values indicating groupings of 
sets of fields" as an element type definition, elements that are associated within 
parentheses participate in a grouping relationship, and are defined as a group (column 
2, lines 63-65). 

Lee further teaches the loading step can further comprise the steps of: initializing 
a link table; determining whether each item in the metadata nesting table contains a 
group type; initializing a pattern-mapping table; directly mapping a link into the link table 
for each item in the metadata nesting table that does not contain a group type; creating 



Application/Control Number: 10/553,636 Page 14 

Art Unit: 2163 

an additional iinl< table containing a mapping of a link pattem for each group type 
identified in the metadata item table (column 7, lines 37-45). 

As to claims 18-20 

the limitations therein have substantially the same scope as claims 1-3. In 
addition, Lee teaches a system and method for receiving XML-based data and updating 
a set of relational database tables only with data that has changed and verifying that the 
updates have performed successfully (column 1, lines 22-26). These claims are rejected 
for at least the same reasons as claims 1-3. 

As to claim 21 
Lee teaches 

"the step of storing data defining relationships includes: storing data identifying 
various relationship types in a fifth table; and storing data identifying relations in a sixth 
table" as in order to accomplish these functions, the system comprises an extractor, an 
optimizer, a generator and a loader all of which are interconnected to a storage unit. As 
contemplated by this, the storage unit comprises at least a metadata table storage 
portion and a pattern mapping table storage portion (column 15, lines 56-61; see also 
elements 36, three of them in figure IB). 



As to claim 22 
Lee teaches 
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"A computational device operated according to the method of claim 18" as an 
execution device is operably connected to the translator for propagating the received at 
least one proposed data update into the relational database in a manner which ensures 
compliance with both the relational database relational schema and the document type 
definition (column 10, lines 35-40). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth 
in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the 
prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention 
was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability 
shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 

the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 

the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 

were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 

under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 

not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 

consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 

prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

6. Claim 15 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Lee et 
al. (US Patent No. 7.031,956 B1, hereinafter "Lee") as applied to claim 1 above, and 
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further in view of Iborra et al. (US Patent Application No. 2003/0167455 A1, hereinafter 
"Iborra"). 

As to claim 15 

Lee does not explicitly teach the claimed limitation "the third table includes a 
column to store values indicating whether or not values of a newly created instance of 
an entity are to be inherited from another instance of an entity". 

Iborra teaches 

The model also maintains information on relationships between classes, which 
can be of two types: aggregation and inheritance. Each inheritance relationship stores 
the name of the parent class, the name of the child class and whether the specialization 
is temporary or permanent. Finally, if the specialization is permanent it stores a well- 
formed formula on constant attributes as specialization condition (page 8, paragraph 
0095). 

Iborra further teaches the system logic translator is a translator that writes the 
code that actually carries out the processing of all the services defined in the objects 
defined by the Conceptual Model to alter the values of attributes of various objects, call 
services of other objects (page 3, paragraph 0035). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made, having the teachings of Lee and Iborra before him/her, to 
modify Lee created instance of an entity are to be inherited from another instance of an 
entity because that would allow a user to input the requirements, a validator for 
validating the input requirements as taught by Iborra (page 7, paragraph 0083). 
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Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant' disclosure. 

McConnell (US Patent No 6,999,963 B1). 

Charlet et al (US Patent No 6,980,995 B2). 

Nishizawa et al. (US Patent No 6,694.306 B1). 

Rush (US Patent No 6,622,144 81). 

O" Brien et al. (US Patent No 6.470,343 B1). 

Malloy et al. (US Patent No 5,940,818 A). 

Wlaschin et al. (US Patent No 5,729.730 A). 

Goldberg (US Patent No 5,201,046 A). 

Contact Information 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to James Hwa whose telephone number is 571-270-1285. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00 - 5:00. 
If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Don Wong can be reached on 571-272-1834. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
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Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only, 
for more Information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-clirect. uspto.gov . Should 
you have questions on access to the PAIR system contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO 
Customer Service Representative or access to the automated infomiation system, call 
800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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